ADMINISTERING  THE   REBUILDING  ACTS
inhabitants triumphed.1 Where there was greater public need
and less unanimity, it was more difficult to reach a solution.
Close by, in Gutter Lane, the inhabitants were so divided that
the surveyors had to be sent to try to bring about some agree-
ment between them. Even this was not immediately successful.
Somebody stood out, and the surveyors were ordered not to set
out the foundations until that particular recalcitrant had agreed
to sell his interest.2
Where these comparatively minor streets were concerned
the City could make modifications if it considered them to be
advantageous. The petitions were a nuisance, and their num-
bers were great enough to force the setting up of a special com-
mittee to deal with them.3 They wasted time, but firmness in
most cases and a certain amount of latitude in others sufficed to
dispose of them without anything approaching the trouble
caused by the case of Hammond versus Selby, or the formalities
necessary in the case of greater streets. Where a major street,
or even a major interest, was concerned, the position had to be
dealt with formally. The City dare not alter what had been
proposed to and authorized by the King, and aggrieved parties
therefore went to him direct. Only if he agreed, could the
City safely concur. In this way Blowbladder Street was
amended from the forty feet at which it had been set out, to
something rather more than thirty-five. William Coles, the
sufferer by the first staking, appealed to the King in Council;
the rebuilding committees of the two councils conferred: and
the change was sanctioned.4 Another modification of impor-
tance was authorized to accommodate the rebuilding of St.
Paul's School opposite the east end of the cathedral,5 and yet
1 Repert., 73, f. 299 et seq. Anyone who has suffered from the traffic tangles in that
warehouse-filled area must rue their success.
2 C.L.M., f. 81 and f. 75.  [This book, where folio'd at all, is foiio'd in reverse].
3 Repe /., 72, f. 118.  It was set up on June nth, 1667, less than a month after the
last of the main batches of orders for staking had been given out.
4 P.O. Reg., 2/59, P- 4995  Jor-> 46> ^ I7I-  ^he King's approval was given on
June 17th, 1667.
5 Ibid., 2/61, pp. 78-95 Jor.t 46, f. 252. The petition was heard and approved by
the King on October 28th, 1668.
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